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i, US. CRIMINAL JURISDICTION OVER CRUISE SHIPS PROVIDES A HIGH
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the FHI
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Ultimately, passengers raveling to or from LLS, ports on cruise ships., or elsewhere in the

werld on ships owned by i;;(}ﬁi;?;fﬁ‘i;if;’;\‘ based in the U5, also have full recourse 1o the ULS, civid
justice system fo htigate whatever grievances they may have.  In et unlike Htgants on land,
cruise passengers can choose between a czfcyai or state forum i omost cases. Generally, eruise
Lines are subject to the same duty of care applied to businesses and facilmies on land, and state
consumer laws have oflen been rs;ézui upon o augment federal maritime law, In certain pes of

cases, particularly those mvolving all gad assaulls or intoxication. maritime low provides even
greater protection 1o cruise passenzers than plaintifis suing on similar claims ashore
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crimimai and civil liablilty affecting cruise operators, and thank the Committee for

consideration of the loregoing points.




